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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration of this application, as presently amended and in light of the 
following discussion, is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-5, 7-13, and 15-22 are currently pending. Claims 1-5, 7-9, 12, 13, and 15-17 
have been amended by the present amendment. The changes to the claims are supported by 
the originally filed specification and do not add new matter. * 

In the outstanding Office Action, Claims 3-5, 7-10, 12, 13, 15-17, and 21 were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, as containing various informalities; and 
Claims 1-5, 7-13, and 15-22 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. 

Regarding the rejection of Claims 3-5, 7-10, 12, 13, 15-17, and 21 under 35 U.S.C. § 
1 12, second paragraph. Claims 3-5, 12, 13, and 15-17 have been amended to address the 
informalities noted in the outstanding Office Action. In particular. Claim 3 has been 
amended to recite "including a single symbol arranger"; Claims 4 and 5 have been amended 
to recite that the single symbol arranger is selected from a plurality of symbol arrangers; 
Claims 12 and 13 have been amended to recite that the single symbol rearranger is selected 
from a plurality of symbol rearrangers; and Claims 15-17 have been amended to depend from 
Claim 11. Accordingly, the rejection of Claims 3-5, 7-10, 12, 13, 15-17, and 21 under 35 
U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph, is believed to have been overcome. 

Regarding the rejection of Claims 1-5, 7-13, and 15-22 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first 
paragraph, the outstanding Office Action asserts that the newly-added limitation ''a single 
symbol £irranger" is not supported by the original specification. With respect to the rejection 
of Claims 1-5 and 7-10, independent Claims 1-3 have been amended to recite "a single 



' See, e.g., page 15, lines 15-23; and page 31, lines 14-19 of the originally filed specification. 
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symbol arranger for each information channel." Accordingly, the rejection of Claims 1-5 and 
7-10 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, is believed to have been overcome. 

Further, Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection of Claims 11-13 and 15-22 
under 35 U.S.C § 1 12, first paragraph. The outstanding Office Action asserts that Claim 1 1 is 
rejected for the same reason as Claims 1-5 and 7-10. However, it is noted that Claim 11-13 
and 1 5-22 are directed to a "receiver apparatus," not the transmitter apparatus discussed with 
respect to independent Claims 1-3 in the outstanding Office Action. Moreover, for a non- 
limiting example, it is noted that Fig. 12 of the present application illustrates a receiver 
apparatus with a single rearranging unit 252. Accordingly, it is respectfully requested that the 
rejection of Claims 1 1-13 and 15-22 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first paragraph, be withdrawn. 

Consequently, in view of the present amendment and in light of the above discussion, 
the outstanding grounds for rejection are believed to have been overcome. The application as 
amended herewith is believed to be in condition for formal allowance. An early and 
favorable action to that effect is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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